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Daniel W. Whittington 
13232 south 300 East 
Draper, UT 84020 
IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
N.A.R., INC. Rebuttal 
Plaintiff an Appellee 
v. Appellate Case No. 20100754 
District Ct. No.: 100907128 
Daniel W. Whittington 
Defendant and Appellant 
Comes now the defendant and appellant, acting without and lacking counsel, as a 
pro se litigant, submitting his rebuttal to plaintiff appellee's answer. 
1. In appellee's answer there is no excuse for why the original document was 
not provided to the defendant appellant. 
l 
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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
N.A.R., INC. Rebuttal 
Plaintiff an Appellee 
v. Appellate Case No. 20100754 
District Ct. No.: 100907128 
Daniel W. Whittington 
Defendant and Appellant 
Comes now the defendant and appellant, acting without and lacking counsel, as a 
pro se litigant, submitting his rebuttal to plaintiff appellee's answer. 
1. In appellee's answer there is no excuse for why the original document was 
not provided to the defendant appellant. 
l 
2. There was no reasoning given as to why defendant was not provided access 
to the original document 
3. The affidavits of the plaintiff were made by persons not present at the 
signing of the original document and are therefore not able to testify as to 
the veracity of the document and should carry no weight. 
4. Until the original document can be provided to the defendant appellant so 
that handwriting analysis can be made, there is no need for the defendant 
to answer anything. 
Respectfully submitted this / * day o i ^ W ^ J , 2011 
Signed; Yj J^fif^A^^fJ/^ Defendant and Appellant 
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